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The article aims to explore the relevance of historiographic research of the Ukrainian SSR working class
during postwar twenty years (1946-1965). The author concludes that under the current conditions of the
radical renewal and democratization of the historical studies, development of the Ukrainian historical re-
search schools, enhancement of the historical knowledge role in public life the historiographic research be-
come increasingly important. Researchers of the Ukrainian history (all of its periods) realize that without
the historiographical reflection and synthesis of all done by the predecessors, it’s impossible to achieve seri-
ous progress in the study of any subject. The history of the Ukrainian SSR working class in post-war twenty

years (1946-1965) is no exception.
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The historical science always carefully stud-
ied and studies its history, processes that occur
on its territory, research dynamics of various
specific historical issues, the activities of relevant
research institutions, as well as tries to compre-
hend and understand its place in the hierarchy of
the humanities, social-political and public life. In
modern times the Ukrainian historiography is on
the way of critical reflection of its advances, revi-
sion of outdated assessments and interpretations
inherited from the totalitarian era and finding
answers to the new challenges of the Ukrainian
society transformation. In this regard, the role of
the problem historiography is rising. New social
and political conditions are characterized by re-
vision of many conceptual ideas of the Soviet his-
toriography together with active scientific search
for the historical truth. To ensure that it is car-
ried out actively and effectively, it is necessary to
obtain required historiographical works that are
designed to bring historical thought to the next
level of generalizations, give an opportunity to
identify and seek to create scientifically substan-
tiated objective specific historical works. Analyti-
cal thinking is required for the entire research
process and its results, which is an important
task of historiography as a special branch of his-
torical studies, which not only analyzes the ad-
vances of the predecessors, but also produces
new knowledge, supported by interdisciplinary
research and related disciplines as well.
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The relevance of historiographic research is
not only in their self-sufficiency. It lies in the im-
minent attempt of the historical science itself to
always find out the comprehension of the past,
seek ways to improve theoretical-methodological
and methodological foundations of its knowledge
and thus to produce scientific discourses
(historiographical images) that as much as possi-
ble reflect the historical past [1, 19]. Histo-
riographic research provide deeper understand-
ing of the problem, giving different views of the
previous researchers and contribute to the intel-
lectual historical studies, because they illustrate
the evolution of the historical thought and social
ideologies [2, 71].

Understanding of the Soviet historical ex-
perience causes contentious debate among pro-
fessional historians, experts in related humani-
ties and the public. The attitude to the Soviet pe-
riod of history and its key stages, such as the pe-
riod of 1946-1965, is determined by the socio-
political situation in the contemporary Ukrainian
society, by the fact what way it chooses to solve
the pressing problems.

The presence of a large amount of historical,
political, economic materials, which discuss the
various aspects of the history of the Ukrainian
SSR working class during postwar twenty years,
allows conducting a historiographical analysis of
papers on the subject, specify the advances in the
study of the issue, outline the future prospects of
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research. Any historiographic study is important
because it summarizes the study results of cer-
tain problems, evaluates the significance of the
results achieved in terms of modern for a histo-
rian scientific knowledge and understanding.

The significance and importance of histo-
riographical development of the Ukrainian SSR
working class during postwar twenty years is
determined by several factors.

Firstly, research of the postwar period of the
national history has come to a new level when
many aspects and sides of the historical process
are revealed, which are still inaccessible for re-
searchers, or have biased and incomplete eluci-
dation. This is possible because of the lapse of
time in relation to a wide range of historical
sources that are stored in the archives. The adop-
tion of methodological pluralism and multicon-
ceptual importance in history also contributes to
the regeneration of scientific research, creates
the conditions and at the same time creates a
need for reinterpretation of a historiographical
situation.

Secondly, the Soviet historical science being
genetically embedded in the political and ideo-
logical system appeared largely to be a hostage of
political regimes and ideologies. The scope of the
national historiography appeared to be stuffed
with mixed and divergent papers. In turn, though
the works of Ukrainian foreign historians and
Western scientists-Sovietologists refuted falsifi-
cation and wrong interpretation of Soviet histori-
cal science or expressed alternative views, hardly
penetrated through the “iron curtain” thus they
could not be neither “food for thought” and the
subject for further historical search nor influence
the public opinion in the USSR. That is why the
Ukrainian foreign historiography, contrary to the
Soviet historiography, was rightfully considered
in the West as “Ukrainian free historical science”.
At the same time, having limited access to the
works of Western historians to the Soviet reader,
Kremlin ideologists followed closely the histo-
riographical process in Western Europe and
North America. Some Western scholars’ papers
were kept in the USSR special storages and were
used by solid Soviet historians and social
scientists to criticize the “Ukrainian bourgeois
nationalists” and “malicious falsifiers of the
Soviet reality”.

Thirdly, the search for the origins, causes and
consequences of many phenomena and processes
faced by contemporary Ukrainian reformers, re-
quires a deeper and adequate penetration in the
recent past. To better understand the nature of
contemporary social, economic, moral and politi-
cal problems that appeared in the Ukrainian soci-
ety or are dormant, the penetration into the So-
viet postwar history structure is required, using
the experience and knowledge already accumu-
lated by the historical science, as well as making
a serious and deep research in both traditional
and new lines. This is even more necessary now
when the interest of the public to the problems
and needs of a man has been increasing, which in
turn stimulates the formation of anthropologi-
cally oriented historiography i.e. historiography
aimed at studying the contribution of a single
individual in the historical development and of
the social group namely the working class which
is the most widespread and fundamental social
group of the Soviet civilization.

Fourthly, today the vast array of knowledge
on the history of the problem has been accumu-
lated, which has been greatly enriched over the
past 30 years. But the research, made from differ-
ent methodological positions, often deny the es-
tablished conclusions, containing allegations of
history rewriting, one-sided analysis or even
sheer historical falsifications. So historiographi-
cal understanding of all scientific advances of
Ukrainian (Soviet, Diaspora and modern) and
foreign historiography is now relevant and nec-
essary.

Fifthly, there are many gaps that need further
clarification; several issues of the Ukrainian SSR
working class history of the period studied have
not received proper coverage. Also there is an
opportunity to review a number of conclusions
and provisions made earlier basing on new theo-
retical advances and introduced into scientific
use of documents that until recently were un-
known to scientists.

So under the current conditions of the radi-
cal renewal and democratization of the historical
studies, development of the Ukrainian historical
research schools, enhancement of the historical
knowledge role in public life, the historiographic
research become increasingly important.
Researchers of the Ukrainian history (all of its
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periods) realize that without the historiographi-
cal reflection and synthesis of all done by the
predecessors, it's impossible to achieve serious
progress in the study of any subject. The history
of the Ukrainian SSR working class in post-war 2.
twenty years (1946-1965) is no exception.
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AKTYAJIBHICTb ICTOPIOTPA®IYHOTO AOCAIAKEHHA
POBITHUIITBA YPCP IOBOEHOTO JABAJLIATHUPIYYSA
(1946-1965 pp.)

Cmamms cmasumb 3a Memy docaidumu akmya/abHicms icmopiozpagiuHozo docaidxiceHHs po6imHu-

voeo Kaacy YPCP nosoenHozo dsadyamupiuus (1946-1965 pp.). Aemop npuxodumbs 0o 8UCHOBKIS, W0 HUHI
8 YM08ax paduka/bHO20 OHOB/EHHA [ deMokpamu3ayii icmopu4Hoi HayKu, po36ydos8u 8/acHe YKpaiHCbKoi
HAyK080-00CAI0HUYbKOI icmopuyvHOi WkKoAuU, Nid8UUWEHHS poai ICMOPUYHUX 3HAHb Y CYCNIALHOMY dcummi
icmopiozpagiuri docaidiceHHs Habysaromb 8ce 6iibuwlo2o 3Ha4eHHs. [ocaidHuku icmopii YkpaiHu — ecix
6e3 suHamKY ii nepiodie - yceidomaorome, wjo 6e3 icmopiozpagiuHo2o ocMucaeHHs U y3a2aAbHEHHS Y CbO-
20 Moeo, ujo 3po6s1eH0 honepedHUKAMU, HEMOXCAUBO docsiemu ceplio3HUX ychixie y docaidxceHHi 6ydb-sikoi
memu. He € sunamkomM i icmopisa po6imHuyozo kaacy YPCP nosoeHHo20 dsadyamupiuys (1946-1965 pp.).
Kawuosi caoea: YPCP, po6imHuymeo, nosoeHHa 8id6ydosa, icmopiozpadisi.

JAMHTPHH HEDEJOB
r. Hukosnaesn

AKTYAJIbHOCTh UICTOPHOTPA®HUYECKOTO HCCAEAOBAHUA
PABOYET0 KJIACCA YCCP TOBOEHHOT O JBAJJIATHUJ/IETHUS
(1946-1965 rr.)

Cmamoes cmasum yevlo ucc1ed08amsb AKMyaabHOCMb UCMopuozpaguieckozo uccaedosaHus pabo-
yezo kaacca YCCP nocaesoenHozo deadyamusemus (1946-1965 ze.). Asmop npuxodum k eblgody, Ymo 8
Hacmosiuee 8peMs 8 yC/A08UsIX paduKa/IbHO20 06HOB8.1eHUs U deMoKpamu3ayuu ucmopu4eckoll HayKu, pas-
8umusl co6CMEeHHO YKPAUHCKOU HAYyYHO-UCC/Ae008aMeAbCKOU UCMOPUYECKOU WKOIbl, NOBbIUEHUS POaU
ucmopuyeckux 3HaHUll 8 06ujecmeeHHoll HcU3HU ucmopuozpaduyeckue ucc1edosaHus hpuobpemarom ece
6oavuwee 3HayeHue. Hccaedosamenu ucmopuu YkpauHul — 8cex 63 UCK/AKYEHUS ee nepuodos — 0CO3HAM,
umo 6e3 ucmopuo2paguueckozo 0CMbICAeHUS U 0606WeHUS 8Ce20 M0o20, Ymo cdesIaHo npeduleCmeeHHUKA-
MU, HEBO3MONCHO JOCMUYb CEPLE3HLIX YCNEX08 8 UcCedo8aHUU 0601 membl. He s18151emcs uckaroyeHuem
u ucmopusi pabouezo kaacca YCCP nocaegoeHHozo dsadyamusaemusi (1946-1965 z2.).

Katwueswie canoea: YCCP, pabouull Kaacc, nosoeHHOe 80cCmaHo8.1eHue, ucmopuozpagusi.
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